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But he is equally aggressive in his onslaught on the class
of u fees," the creation of which he ascribes to " a want of
analytic power in the originator." He simply distinguishes
between taxes and what he calls in some places "semi-private
economic income," and in other places "public economic
income."

It will be questioned whether Professor Bastable is not
here taking a step backward. He shows, it is true, the
many inconsistencies of recent writers. But does it not
seem unwise to cut the knot in despair of untying it?
In refusing to acknowledge fees as a separate class, the
author only creates fresh difficulties. Where, for instance,
shall we put school fees ? They are surely not industrial
income; and Professor Bastable himself would not class
them among taxes. And where shall we put the charges
for marriage certificates, and sheriff's fees, and copyright
payments, and a host of other similar receipts ? The author
later speaks repeatedly of " economic receipts " as different
from fees, as well as from taxes, seeming to forget that in
the earlier portions of the volume he includes fees in the
"economic receipts." Further, why speak so frequently
later of the " fee principle " as opposed to the " tax principle,"
if fees do not form a separate class ?

Again, Professor Bastable sharply separates economic from
compulsory receipts ; but he fails to distinguish between
different kinds of compulsory receipts, and assumes that
all of them are taxes. Where, then, shall we put fines and
penalties ? They are certainly compulsory receipts, and just
as certainly not taxes. Where, too, shall we put special
assessments, which are completely ignored by him ? In fact,
it almost seems as if the author, in the endeavor to simplify
matters, has really added to our difficulties.

A similar criticism may be urged against his classification
of taxes. He objects to all the recent methods, and reverts
to what is virtually Adam Smith's classification into primary
and secondary. But it is hard to see why a tax on the
property of a living person should be primary, and that on